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These might be arguments in a world the constitu-
tion of which made it possible without contradiction
to hold it for the work of a Being at once omnipotent
and benevolent.    But they are not arguments in a
world like that in which we live.    The benevolence
of the divine Being may be perfect, but his power
being subject to. unknown limitations, we know not
that he could  have given us what we so confidently
assert that he must have given; could (that is) with-
out sacrificing something more important.    Even his
benevolence, however justly inferred, is by no means
indicated as the interpretation of his whole purpose,
and since we  cannot  tell  how  far  other  purposes
may have interfered with the exercise of his bene-
volence, we know not that he would, even if he could
have granted us   eternal life.    "With regard to the
supposed improbability of his having given the wish
without its gratification, the same answer may be
made;  the scheme which either limitation of power,
or conflict of purposes, compelled him to adopt, may
have required that we should have tie wish although
it were  not  destined to  be  gratified.    One  thing,
however, is quite certain in respect to God's govern-
ment of the world; that he either could not, or would
not, grant to us every thing we wish.    We wish for
life, and he has granted some life: that we wish (or
some of us wish) for a boundless  extent of life and
that it is not granted, is no exception to the ordinary